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( f^MPT) 

11 31^, 2005 

3{f^H '*iN iftoim 

i«rspT: |<H IJH % 3|«|c|| — 

■R. 14/35/2002-'^^Hil.—^ 1995 ’^Hisyc^b 3lf«#PR, 1975 afk 

(■'Tifei ^^3ff ^ ^ aiicbcn afk ai# f^rak^T) fwrra#, 1995 , ^ sift k’ 

^<11; 

1. k*‘5k%^f®kT'5ir*4i : 

(i) f4f<5'<i infk^)Rt (f^ «fR arfN4>l<i 4>?T W t) % 3q^«W f40HMc^) % ^ sik"k 

'^•s «(i<A 4lfk'W‘^nl «t>5i 'i*ii%) % *ii(k<f>i uiki «t»l ^<.n 

er>?i M*)if) 3T«<qi qtji^ fn*(Ifqo«ti'siK <*1 «il<n^Kn 

■^f ^<HIIHI§H wf) % W*T ^ SIRPT dOWI WI 

(ii) 'Snfk^BRl’k ^11^% 3I4II'MK“I k’ ll«blfi!W 18 20024^] H*b ^l4'»lfH4) 1];«HI ^id ai^HK^'on 

% % 3T«raT ^ "k f44?f0d "Rais ^ 3lfvfM4H, 1975 % '316q|<| 29 % 

2921.2901 % «l<rf<3>cl I", % 3ll4ldT % "tf MliHljM] SIRM ^ I 


1217 GI/2005 


( 1 ) 



2_ THE GAZEITE OF INDIA: EXTRAORDINARY _ [PaAtI—Sec. 11 

iii) Pifqte ^ MlRlchi^ ^ SF51T t) ^ 23 

2002 ^ Sff^RjxRT ^0 14/35/2002-#':^^?^ gRT t5Tm-vR*J| n't ^ 

3Tf^Rj1^ 3ftT ^ 3T2TcfT cf^ ^ Plillfcicl ^cKiHI^4 ^ 

3TraMf ^ ^?Rf^ W#£ft ^ RTT? cffT %45|R?T ^ ^ 

I 

iv) ^ Rixf-MRuilMl' Cf5t ITcfj-TTcp ^ 3#f^ 

cf?r ark arj^er ^ w ^ cn#^ 40 1^ ^ m^- 

3TRt fcTEnr, i|R #, cfR I 

v) ^ ^ ^ ^ ^d I ci I ?iV^■'^4 r1 j iV^RiR rat ^ # 

5[rRtce Rm-TRuiidf ^ '?^-'CTef7 ^rf% •^n# sfk cf 13 ^ 

MkRt^ RIW-MRiJIhT T? 3TT^-3N% f^dK M't^d ^ I 

vi) ^fRRr^) RTW-M-Ruiidl ^ stRrjRrt fcir? ^ c^ ^ Riildch ^ Rrw^ ^ 

3TTTF 'pldd'-^^'dR ^ ^ ^cki ^ I ^ Pldldcd ^ # '^JRTcT 

Wd xl^cbK ^fR RT^ c^ T?^ RRT TETRT cfR # RT# 

Wrf#? ^ %cRTTTT^ ^ cf^ 3fk 'ddlidcb ^ t I 

vu) dxoj^ \ 3 tlV 1 ^ Rrfq'^ xii dS '•H'f 3l''J'?r£[ fcERF 1% ^ Hi|ld<P gRT RT 

^ cJ^-cTcTd ^ ^ R 3fR ■qRu|H'i4RM RT^ ^ ^ | 

Viii) 3n%f^ mdd'il# RraRTTeft ^ RrTE 15 ^ R^RR 40 RRIT c^'RlcbWI 

cdH'fl ^ <Tl+ld Wd' '5^ T#cfRf f^i|| aftr dd^'dK 4o RrTT c^f^cfR^ ^RT 

^ckihi^h cfTt R# fWff c^ Rr^M ^ ^ ^ # w## rpj^ ^ 

RHT arr I f^, ^ ^ ^ Rrtrcrrt ^ f%# # deciyd c^ 

RFT^ ^r ^trRt^ RRr-^rRRptf R Rratf^ ^reI cf^ dR ct^ rpX ^ 

RW d^ 1% ^ RtpiR?! d# 4R tdT I 

ix) '^O f%dT cpRl^cd 5 'S’^ d/O gRT tRldd ddd dcvidd SIRET eldl^ ^ 

RRTdd? 4o cb'lYRill cl^Rcbcdl ^ RrO, ^ IRT Rdicb 27.4.04 cf?l 

^ RRIRldd W^ dR^ T7 sfR dTCd%# RddNc^l ^ RTR 5 ^ RJRR TRd- 
Rdd dT RraRfd: gRT # d^ RTdcp# dff Rm ^ did dlRldd# % Rptd 
4o Rldl chRl<Tcd1 $>S'diI d’O gRT R>? dTJ gRRcf-ddd dR 7^ f%dT RT? sfR 
f^didl 17 %ctdX, 2003 ^ RTR-3TT^ dd Rleidd dERT RE? I 


2 






[Mini— 


MTOtMnTTsnra : 31+1I«IK«I 
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. :-:'V::y^ 



X) 17 2003 ^ ^-3n^ g5T TOT ^ ^ 23 

2002 ^ 3?r?f^ ^-V|Ru||H ^0 14/35/2002-#^^h?# 3fk f^TO 15 

2004 ^ 3Tf^^ ^0 14/35/2002-#':^t^fit ^ ^ "TT^^ % 

t^TO 27 TjRg^, 2005 ^ Srf^^m ^0 5/2005-#^!^^ gT^ ^ ^ ^ 

3T2M ^ tR TTie^^fM eRT I 

xi) % f^TO 15 sr?^, 2004 ^ ^0 gRT 1^TO 17 f^T^, 

2003 ^ 3TT^ IRT pTcff^ci WET Rin^ifei 1 

xii) mf^rg>Tt ^ gergjT^ ^ 23 2002 ?ir?PTgj ^- 

g? f^Rf^RiT siinRid 1 ^rt^ fcnj 40 gft sigftT g^r "g^ig Rgi 

w I 

xiii) 3 rrf^g 5 i'^ % gstg’T^ g^ 'i^gcii^ gR^ IcR f^gig? 3.3.2005 g^ ^Ig> 

g1Rag5 ^gggr^ siigifuTd g^t ^g^ ^ ^ i 

't^ggll Rrgfggj gg 5 Tf%Rrfl[, gg ^TOTT 3 TSfgT g^ STR g^TgiR 

^gf^ g^ ^ I 'HliJgiPTg) ^gglf Tf ^g%g ggIg)R % 3T^ f%gT ggT % 
gg glf^cfj W t 3Jg^T 3fg^ Psk^ Icffeg ^ gR ^ I Rfe 
wrRigji^ % Fcjjgj gsTgjR ^ ^sgg gira-gRoirgi ii gigr T%^ggf gg f^Rn? f^gr i 

"* \D 

xiv) MlRl«r>l'<l glgf’Tg? Wg mRi»|| 4) ^ gjR?gWT ^^^g’ g5Tgg% gRI «gcKf 

w 5R^ grift Rrtg^ gg i^rgR t I 

xv) -glfxIcblg^Til gRT gg^ gfTgggft ^ SITgR gg gTTgRgcfgT 't<fl'J>d Rr^Tcft 
(gftwft) c^ STJgTR 375 ^ vJdJKH RPTcT W gRg ft gtg^ gTR fftRmftg gag 
Iftgft eTPTg m f|gTR Rglft i> ^ vJSftiT gft vidgdd RFlcT gg 

IftrgT ggT dlR> ^ gig gg ggT cIMIgl RT gl^ 1ft> cmi HICd dlpjld ft ^g gffll 
gg gjggftftt ^c<l5 cRTg Rift gg g? 'dejld gft ?tft gTcft Slfft gft gRTgf 

gRft ^ ggtgT gftgT 1 fto ggftRgT ftfftg7cgT f^o gft wngg grm 

ft«ifell 3li«n-§l gg grjfftgf ft f^glg f^gT ggT Sffg 'Jggft Wg gft g^ I 

xvi) gri^rggft ft Ilft^ ^gftg gRT TR^ RTWlft gft gaildJ^gch gftgT ggJ M<$dld gft I 

xvii) grfftggft ft Iftgg 6 ( 7 ) ft ^TJgTR RRiH gJftgJlft gRT M't^d ft 

3Tftgfttg am gft 3fgft gIgT gggg ggftjlfftg^ gg^ ft gig ft ^3geR^ gRRIT aftg 
^ gSTggft ft tftftSTR ft feR gQT I 
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[Part I —Sec. 11 


xviii) ^ Pi-4*1 16 ^ 'jITEI mRuiI'm'I ^ 3j|c|?4jcrj 

^TS3lt/3TTgR ^ ^ ^pIRIT 3^ ^ JIM ipf 

^ ^ wRuih' 1’ 1^Pm?i 1%^ 'w 11 

xix) ^ 1 31^ 2001 % 30 ^ 2002 ^ (15 RI^ ^ 31^ ^ 

ufm 3raf^ cHT ^ 3ik sif^ 1999-2000. 2000-01 3fk sitci 

2001-^ 2002 ^ cfft 31^ ^ 1%qT W I 

xx) ^ 3lPr?j;ERT ^ **** ^ ^ v4Hchl^ TT«TEEr^ IRT ifPl%f SRSir? W( 

5R^ vilUchl^ cJIcF^ ^ Tf^ t 3jk5lf^ra51^ ^ ^JcF^ PlilHNcfl ^ 31^^?# W 

t 1 

xxi) ^ 3 tPrjeptt ^"PrwcRfr" sramiPi^HNc-ft" cfsr 3 tt^ #itt^cef> 

(^nfer g^sTt ^ ^ ^ viicuM 3 ttw^ nsir ^fiTr?w 3Tk §ri% 

CET Prsikq) PilHNcil, 1995 % t I 

2. 6'1>HT %%cfR cpt wm ^ ^d^ld ^ ^ERTTWI ^ ^ v5IPTT uTFcIT t 

I ^IP3^ ^ t 1^>Hch>l ^ 

^ t I ^ W ^ ^ 3fk ^ t I ^ 

■-aUch^4>^ cpt f^'Well^vji t 1 

^rsETTWr, WT ^ ^ ^5fPIT ^STTcIT t I W 

#m[^^ 3lf?lPm,1975 ^ 3ISIR 29 3ik 3ITf^t^ ^0 2921.2901 ^ 

^ cpff^ t I 

3. %cFffFTT^ ^ ^?TErff£lcf^ E^c^TJof 3it#lTlc6 ^Rim ^ PtPtrW 

fd<; Ph-MI didl ^ I 5'd<T'| 3p51 y4l'l vTccf Rwlcct? 'dl§cfcl'l'41 

^ f^PmW C^ ^ t I ^ ^ ^ t, 3m: 

c^ ifR w ^3rmr t I Piml^Ra^ 

c^ 1^ ■3ft fW ^3TraT t: 

• '^'S^Rici 

• ftl(^3i chm^jg 

• 'laidl ^ 5rfcR5M ft 
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• ^ «lech*1l^vi|!#H ^ if 

• cpt^tvjpT ^ WT if 

• ^fPfTTc^ ^ ^6r^ 

T\. 

4. W ^ ^ f^ % 5RT 'd^lf^d ^chHIMl^d ^ 

^ ^ t IfRI dcJi^fldT] RPi^J^M, (^Jffui 

3jf^, cfarr jRfTT 3jk ^ f^Wdiaft tp? ftwN 1%^ w I 

5. yiBicfsi-J) ^ cTmmT o w R*iiq> 23 tq^x:, 2002 ^ MI^Rtcf) ^5IT^-TTftOTFft cf5t 

3Tf^Rj^RT ^Jrn5t ^ 3TSI^ vj'«qi WK ^ ^ ^ 

II^v3#'T ^ v3<^lf^d ^cKfHl^d ^ ^ ^ smnfrRT 

W ^ f^-3tW3ft % fifcTcft-^;^ # 3ik dSTT cIch-Mf WT ^ 

^ ^ 3)|i||Rld ^«W1*1I§1 ^ jrfcRSrrq^ff^T I 'dejl'il gRT vJcMlf^d 

■^chHlJHl^H c^ 2(^) ^ SfRFT ^ ’^!cR ^ ^ Pl^ffcld v3^ ^ W^T 

vJdJId ^ ^ if ttrt W t ! 

W. “El^ v5&lVl 

6. ^0 4>H>Ri<T 4>fil<+'<RT 1%0, ^ ^ <!JlRl47| ^RR ^ Tff f f^Rf^ 

^ ^ STSRT ^ ^ Pi-yffcld ^chtHHI^d ^ ^ 3n%^ cT^FfT ^ t 

1 “J^Rd if 'ddif W ^ dR drttqcD f I 3R«T ^ dd^lddi' ^ i||R|ch|chdf dd 
^FRfd f^ I ddliqchff 1[RT td^fFfTfd d5T vid^ldd (^HI^'HR #:- 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-2001 

ajiter.2001 - 
2002 

illRichIcbdi 





cbHff^4T 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

3i->M Kj^Miqd) 



♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 


■QHH 


♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 


bjhHI 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 



♦ ♦sic 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦♦♦ 


♦♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ♦♦ 

*** 
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7. "TIc ^ ift TSi<?>!'< ^ 5 

^ 5I#TT-T^ ^ TI^EI ^1 3I%PTY ^ ^ ^ 

T7 Relief ^ cfflf ^ ^ Vi ONI I 

8 . 'TRcik 1%pRtcIT3Tf ^ xIcMIc^H sM ^ ^ ^ T?^IKI WfeJI^ ^ 

^ ^ 31^ c^ -^h^PT ^TNcfrll ^ ^ viOIKi M 35.62%. “JIFT 

3TT^ 5RT vicMiRd 1^ W sftY ^ 31^ ^ vd^ldcbl' % ^ 3?T8!nTT-TI^ m 
t 1 3TTto ^ ITTsirdT-T^ W ^ f^^I ^ f3TT t I viMvJlcW ^ 
^ Jirf^r^’T^ ■JT? Midi t ^ oeiVl t' sfk vJ^ Ril+l 5 ^ 

3TJITT7 31T^-^ ^RR Wl ^ ^ W<I t I 

3P?I 

^tncT-WT ^Jil vicvitlH 


23 1^^, 2002 ^ TIRf^Rf) ^-^RuiihI' SlfsRjW f^RrfcRp 

^0 1%^ <^(^chcvH 1^5^ ^0 % f^ffe TUf^Tcplff ^ arj^ST %JIT sfk PlHf^l^d 
3J^.HN ^iTtETT-^RFT 3WY ^ - 

40 1%dT c^l^fcFrfr ePO ^ WTcT W vHrf^d % 'FPld' ^ 

^ ^3T]^T;np iTR^fk #rTT^ !^f&i|^ 700 3P#£f5t ^TER- ^ TR^ cff^^T^ ^ 
3TraiR<T) vlT|dl^c<T) epH ^dd TY 'deleg *Ild ^ Rsf^l ^ I T5' cf^ldcl 
^ 3Rff^ c^ ^Rpf 140 3PT.^./^.'5^ ^ 3fhfr^ ^SIpfreT cfW iR 3TraT% t I 
^Slpffcl ^ cf^tTcI ^ cpt| ift ^ ^ ^ R? cf^ PlHl^Rdd TT^ 

3i '^'d 1 \ MM On vj| i vj' M. 


^cbHI^l^d ^ RfE5^ feRT# ^ ^ERT ^ 10 aRT.^./’^t.'e^T ^ 3Tf^ 

T5?J Tier 3TSlfe ^2ipfler ^ cjT^rpfi ^ Trf^Tcfr 'd^Rld ^ % ^iRcI^cT 
WXrrn I ^ Uilldd ^ W ^IRRIT RTW ^^thTR ^ ciftwi 5R^ 
3Pr^ ^51^ qRcfJd ^ '^cKiHl^d ^ 1.65 ^ 1%^ ^ 

RERft I '^chHIHI^H ^ cfWi TI tR^ tcRri^ sneiR w wRrt #ft I 


(^) ^tPI ET^, 2003 ^ ^ RTRTT 

3TciRI ^ TIiTT^ #fTT I 


^ 31^-^,2003 ^ 







(tt) g5t ^ ■qRcu^H trf^ ^ ^ sn^anf^?^- 

TT^3Tt3rR Tf ^3f?^Rdd frTfn# ^ Sftw STTEIR W fW ^ I 

10. ^ wf 5Rr 1^^ i7 f^ct^, 2003 ^ ^?TW5ra> arl^rg;^ 

IRT ^cf)K %zrT W I 

11. 31T^^ 4o cf)H>RAll <^Rchc^ ^ ^ 27 31^, 2004 ^ ^ 

^ 3r«iT^ ^ f^RT^ ^Rrchc^ ^0 i[Rr cfJt^ wr 

^ 3TT^ eFTRT W 1 ^ 3TT^^ ^ vdc-ciMH ^ ^ 
f^^A ^TT^, 2004 ^ <ll>;i*1 fcfj^ 1RT Rilld 640 3PT.^. g5t §4)l4 ^ ^ 
TrzfT 2fT WT ^ 3T5^ McI 45 ^TcT 698.83 3Ff.^. #ft 

I 5^, 3T^, 2004 ^ fW W MlddcJH 655 3R.^. ^ 

’TT 1%^ ^Ji=lfch MO 760.71 3Tn.^. At cp'l'ld 4^ *16f ?tAt 

^snflcy aiT I 

12. ^ Riitdcb cfit^ ^ srA’^rr^ff ^ ^ A At 3 rtw ^ ^ 

McT^ WT ^ 3T^W7 ^ fcrfTT%JTf i> MRRite ^ Awt ^ 

3RTW ^ I 


13. 15 3fcp^, 2004 ^ arflrg^ Sri ^ ^ 3trtt AtA- ^ 

Pi^Adcb ^ jiRf^ra? ^-qRuiiAt xj^ -feMt ^tnr ^ srrr w l 

^ ^ Ijorra^ ^ ^ 3ik ^ ' ....¥^ 

19 mw, 2003 ^ UxT^ t d/h^lR^dlOif # ^ 3jk 
^<mi*1l^'1 </??W ^W ^ 77 5W/<¥f7 ^ c7^ ^^iR} 7W y?277 

7^ 7/5 *//V(^'V 1 ^ ^ ^dV 0 )/ R<lf(l <TJl40ciH R’-^l 4f 7<V/ ^ r?f cloPicf 

ttW # 7#/uty w^rm ^ ^ ^ 4f/mt ^ w ^ ^ i t* ^ 

Rratcf^ A snA ■zj? At % 1% * sz/v^? ^ Rni ^ ^rw & w 

WW ^ /A'Vid v^ ^ ^ 3/?7 ^RR^Rn) ^ ^ SFTW olf^WQ' 


14. AanAt^ 75t ^t^ A ^ ^TtJRT wd ^ MRf^Rci ^ A ^ ^ st^^ir 

Acwhi^h ^ cItW a ^ wAt wflxj At, 4^1 [% AHr TTRAt A win 

IFfT ■§^: 



fcidi^ 

A^mIch ^ 

140 

1.65 

cjtn ^Hd 

‘‘TRAti 

d^fRT 



3it^ 4>1*1d 

3RT.^ 



T WT 

3TraR 




. 



tR 

At^ 




arwR 



Atsrr^ 





At 

^chHHI 


W 

(JRtT) 




AanAt 

5^ ^ 


^dd 


















[i^PTl—^P»gl] 


: aroraOT 


9 


wm t ^ g^tiRT wf ^ vdcTTiyn ^ 

tcFJTPTTf^ gjT f^ratcT ^1 

w?r ^ni^ ^ w!T 


’^.l ^ 

17. ^ ^5^ t 1% f?T ^ ?TR1^ ^-MRuiiHf 3fflR5^ % 

^ ^ ^r MJ^HNcfl ^ qRf^ ^ WWft cTSfT 3Ttc|7% 

^ I 


18. 


TTlf^t^jT^ ^ Piijid<t7 ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1% ^ 5fr?f^ra> 


vjrra-trf^Dmtf .3if^^rM! ^ ^ ajW r>jj4, 


15 OiMXjn3|\ 2004 H^i v^irq ^ M’I- 


3TRJT ^ ^ 3T^lf^ 3TT^ 5RR ^ ^ I ^ ^ M!^H|c|cf| cfjT 

I 


Hil^«nl^l 5RT '*riW 

19. ^ t % ^ sn^ crar w^m% 3?w ^ 

i> O 

^ ^ 13T^: medM PiiiHici«fl ^ 3T^g 1 ^ ^ 2(i) ^srr (ii) ^ ^ 

tTRT 9^(I)(^)(i) ^ (ii) ^ f^%r ^ 'dHM ^ ^ 

f^rai^ ^ %JfT R\ t 3fk ^ 6(8) ^ ST^^'viMdiSJ ^TSzfr ^ 

arrsiR ^ 'MHM ’Jc^t ^ ^ WM t I 

20. 'd^cg did ^ 4R<t>fdc1 dldcl ^ f^rai^ 'dcvd^ ^ ^ cfjt Sl^dlRd vScHIdd 

cTFRT WfT Hiill'dPlch W 'HHM ^ ^ 'dHM 

^ f^'diq cFTT^ ^ ^IRid 'ddi<ilvjid ^ H^'qm ^ ^^'iRid ^iflr 
^ ^ vdHds? 'J||'117|'<1 ^ ^irCfN R><ll ddl ^ Sjt^ ■JJ? ^ MdiK 1 

3T’T.^.= 48.02 ^ ^ ^ ^ 3mf^ ^ 1^ 3jW ^ W *** 

sm\ *** ^./ ^ t i 

^.2 Pliiia *^*ia 

21. ^ ^ ^ 4o % VH^dNcft ^ ^ 

«|(?»<15|^ ^ 3Fr^ vj|Mct)|-5l 5RH ^5^ 

I ’iRcT ^ (ql^l^ 2),^m^ ^ Mcfr f%g5t ^Tt^Ri ^ (xrRf^ 

4), ^ ^ 3FiT t[?fr ^ McT g^tTTcT ^ (mRI^^ 6), iTRcT 

^ McT ^ cimcT W cim (^?f^f^ 8) 3jk ’TRcr % ^ ^ ^ McT 

)x)j <;tl>oos-2 
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^ MW ?T2rr WH MHcbi^ ^ M I vsim-MRuiiJi't ^ 

aif^RjxpTT ^ ^ % in#ra7 ^-tRuhht ^ ^tIw ^ 

SimiY cf^tw WT ^ 3Tm ^ I wm 5 ^: 3TTM ^ ^ M!^-=lld ^ f^RrfW> 
% cf^ STM MdM ^ ^ 1 

5nf^cf)i^ 'frc ch^di ^ 4o Rm 4>Ri«i7crd, ski ctNi ^ Rraf^ cj^tw 
^ CJ'WI^'J?] y'^cl f^MT WT sfk i^'iil P|il1d cfjtw ^ 

w W^TMTT ^ ^si ^ 1 ^ WT I Hrf^R^ W ‘’ft ^ t 
Piiildch ft cfftw-wd sfm cf^Y ft fftftfRci fftjft?r-^ftw ^ 

Gd^d ^ cf^TM >t<ft'cbN ^ feRIT STr(fftrft WK ft 1[RI ^ 

wt) I ^-mRuiihI ft fftftftr ^ftw mi aiwift grrft ftw^ 

ft ^ ^ t I 

fto f%dT c^fft<*>c>H ft ^ 3T^ c^ ftkFT “mw ^ 3lf^ ft^MWT ^ 180 
ftt.W MM MT fftqftr *** MT.M./ft^.W 3I2M *** ^./ftt.W ^ mRcT Sftw 
fttaTTf^M ^#W ^ I Iftijidch ^ Mft M? MRTfttMft arjMR 
MTWMW fftqftf ^ftw MT fftftiMT *** mM./ftt.W ^ HMft, *** 
aM.M./ftt.MT M? Mft, *** 3Hr.M./ftt.W M? ^^M,*** MT.M./ftt.W 

'itST^ MW Oik *** 5iM.M./'fti.W (SiKKi) my ^d.-SI./'ftl.W 

'MfT,*** 3PT.M./ftt.W ftfM, *** MT.M./fti.GM sMSlftft ift WW 
cfsn ft wft *** 3M.M./ft^.cM ^■'mft ^ MET ft 
^ fftM W t Mfftj fftftiTM gM Mft f^ W YIMftMft ^ MR’Y MW 
*** MT.M./ftt.W W fft^ftfftr qft MT YT^ I Ilfft Yldlftldl f^ Mlft ft 
WWMW W^ftft fftftra Yftw *** MT.M./ftl'.W 3TWT *** 
t ftt 48.02 = 1 Sldftftt MM ^ 3ftMT Iftfftw M M MMfftT t I 


M3 WT 


*** MT.M./ftt.W TY tftftfftr YTTMM ^ cTSTT *** MI.M./ftt'.W M 

wwMW fftftcT fttw ?fft ftift f? jnterft w\ Iftftfftf mw *** 
MT.M./ftt.W 3WT t (ftr Iftftcf fttW MT 43.91%. t) I 

sffft oftr MKUiic+ict> Yi'«iti 


25. Mwftsft fftwwft arjftsT II ft tftgffftf silft fftftYor 1%^ ft w 

jw^Er t fft:- 
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i. srf^ i> f^rat^ ^ ^ ^ ^ ?iTf%er ^ (^) ^nfer sMncif gft 

^Tr5T sit? 'dMI’l 'cJ^^IMI feT? ^ cf51+ial M? ?Tl%cr STFTRTt ^ IRT^; 

sit? (^) mf^d SJIMIol MT^fT '3'^fr? ^ ^ ^ 'c5W(<5l 'dc^iqcpl ?? 

sTRrat ^ MRuii4t \ 

ii. ml^ci StNiol ^ ’TT^T whf ^ ■^nra’ iJlRlcf^ixl ^ ^ ■’T? Rmi'< cnVli % w 

tnfel STFimt ^ ^ Wf^t ft t ^ ^ ?TY^ ?5? tT # m^\ MT^cT ^ Sdlidd 
3T8M W^ ^ ?T^f^ ^ I 19 ^ ^ (2) ^ ?Tf%^ 31T?TKft 

^ ^5twf ?? wm ^ w ^ TTit^ra^ ^ w ?? cfT^rr % ^ 
ITW^T ^ ?TMFT WTK ^ ^^tMcT ^ ^cRT ?Tf^ STT^TRlf IM WT^t cfSt^RT 

cf5t t sTsiciT w sn^ ^ 5r>M ^ ^fWr ^r wfft #mt ^ 

3T^?n ^ 3TT^ ^ Sltrar ^^tMcf ^ WJNC snf t Wl5t #MT 

^ ■§ 1 ^ 1 tTw 'oeii*! ?? MiKi.d Siiiiidi ^ >r+iTq ^ Wq ^ 
urf^cbi^ ^ ^ 3j^^iriciij1 ?? 1^ t f^RcfjT dq-l'Ki Rmr^ ^ 3 t^«t 

Il(iv) ^ dcMKd, SFRTT wft^, figft ^TT^T, WMFR^, Rracr fta^t 

^RJ^, ?T^ ^ MT^ cTSIT ^TTlf^R, STTI^ ^ f^Tf% % ^ t 


^nfecT aiRTTcft ^ Trrar hstt 




1999-2000 

2000-2001 

Sl^tcT 01- 
02 

wTfw araf^ 

r>c f\ 

cinq4>l<J)d 

simid 








0.00 

120.00 

180.00 

144.00 


^.■eM 

102.00 

782.56 

404.00 

323.20 

^ 3TFTFT 


102.00 

862.56 

584.00 

467.20 

Hlfed ^IMICll ^ Ml^ll cWT MMR f^'WII 

STFITcff M 


1999-2000 

2000-2001 

arit^ 01- 

02 

araf^ 

r< rs 

qilwlya 

fiRTT 

% 

0.00 

9.27 

30.82 

30.82 

SRl ^ 

% 

100.00 

90.73. 

69.18 

69.18 

■qt^T 


100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 


26. ^ siiMidl vjiiq-si<tl^ ^ 4l'<i’i 'tiMM ?)? ^ ^ I §'ti^ vjiiq ST^f^ 

^ qlqq vd^jVl ^ vicMIMM ^ ^ ^ <jf^ ^ I STRTcfT qi'JiK fs'Wl 

^ ^ ^ W flMT 9.27% ^ ^-ST^ftr ^ 30.82% ^ I 3T^ 

^ ^ ^mr fiRfT 100% % vjrNr-smf^ ^ #?im 69.18% ?? ^fit i 
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1999-2000 I 2000-2001 I SlftcT 01- I ^ 31^ 
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1999-2000 

2000-2001 

31^ 01- 

02 

^ira araf^ 

f>r .e\ 

q!R«W<j)a 



♦ *3|« 



*** 

RI'MIcI ftf^RTT 


5|C*^ 

♦ ** 





3|S9|!3^ 





-___J 





EiV(^ f^f^iii 


100 

77 

79 

63 



100 

86 

43 

34 



100 

78 

78 

62 


28. Pl^ld fsrtsP^ ^ ^ ^cl RstTl ^ f^'^tll BtcTT ^ I ^ci t|^<^ 

^ 1999-2000 c^ 100 ^ 3ITOR ^ ^ikcIT ^ ^-31^ ^ 

62 ^ I ^ ^cl i^fiTl' 4 ^TFT % I cT^J^fR 

1999-2000 ^ 100 g;eRT ^ Rm-ST^ ^ -EI^^ 63 ^ I 


.J ■MTT flTTITiT t-IUJI^JI 

N/NTIM I M'-ll HI- - - 


I «l I w 1 -I I 




1999-2000 

2000-2001 

aif^cT 01- 

02 

wriw sraf^ 


i4^'t«iiRd SRcir 


Hc^c* 



*** 

■'dcMW4 


♦ ♦♦ 

♦ =*^4= 


♦ ♦He 

OTcii giiilVr 

% 


♦ ♦♦ 

♦ ** 

♦ ♦♦ 

'q;91^8 




1 


'dcMKH 


100 

80 

75 

60 

anidi '3M£ir<T 


100 

80 

60 

60 


29. ?PRIT 'iM'illn ar^Rr ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ sft 1 

vl^MKH -Sfi 1999-2000 ^ 100 ^ SmiR % ^ftsTcTF ^ 11^5^ ^-31^ ^ 

60 ^ I 


30. % sTPncfr ^ ^ ^cht ^ 'ei^; ijgj^ ^ 

’Tff^ aftw ^ ^ .t I f^Rik ^ g>t*Tcr ^ Pral^ui 

sri^ Prak ^[?t% cT2iT ^ 

I 
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^ 3TcR cr^m^ ^MT •'Nl ^ ^ t|^<^ vielVl ^ Pi eld el?) *10 

6-16% ^ eflrf 

^ 4>1*io 


31. ^ ^ #fr 5lf^ ^ cf)T ^Oef) ^ t I 

^3#fT efft 3rsrfcici5i^ gft WIT T3Tm aicff^ ^ ^ 

^«T ^ ^3cWT dTfRT W xH^RiO WT ^ cF)t ^ t I 3I^5IcTT ^ "TTWT 

RtTiT ^ ^ arw wfr^ ^ wefftw^ w t I 3 tt^ ^ 

^c«yic|7'1 ^r?' ^^itriT vSTTcfT t' 'fi^cS ^ ITTRcT 3it?RT 

^ ^-31^ ^ T3^ ^ ^ PTEiIRo 3T5lPlchl^ ^fpRT ^ ^ t 

I ^r ^nfer 3mn?ft ^ cfflw ^ ^ t I 3[?r: 3iTiTRTr 

e^ q^d'MdM ^3?^TT^ ^ cf^^TcI ^ ^ 3T[ sfR ^3^ ^TRoITW^ ^TTfeT 

3TRTcft ^ 0K>J| fel^cj^ 3eiVl ^ 3rT% \dcMI<1 epTf c)Tl<icl ^ WI^ 

I ^S^TTfl ^ ^fRFT ■'STW ^ 3Td%^ ^ ^ ^ ^ % 

^c33T ^ PreitPcf cf)TT fisfff cfTpra^ cfTT Preif^ w t I ^ w w % 
^ ^ ^ ^ 3n^ c^ ■JTTReT ^ ^ ^3cqT^ ^ 3Ty Pi chi'll 
^ ^ cf?r ttI I ^ 3TcfPr ^ ep^T ftsf^ Tirf^ Tsit^ 3Rpr ^ 
13-23% ^ fRr ^ I 

q^*io ^ y M^i iRo ^TW 

32. TnPm>Rt ^ 1%5TT 1% ^3^ ^Tt ft# #wf ^ ^ ^ 

w # ^7^ W # eTFKT W #?I WOT t I TfTpra>r^ t iTRT ft? 

'OOTTOO WOcT # 1999-2000 # ^cTOT t 3T0Pr ^ #?FT ^ ^ ##T 
■eR^ bcwt dr*TO c^ 31^^ # #Hd')' t ^ o# 

I '0? # did Pbdl WOT fep vjCjVl # ft# #00 'iis|«s ^ ?tt OT^ 
orfto 3TT0T0t ^ OWT WT t ^ # 31^ Of #OOt t Olfto STIOTOf ^ 
SrtsiOOT ^ ^tjeo ^ OWT ^ #f OTO WT I 

0100 orf^ # OTOT 


33. Wf##t t OTOT ft? OWO to ^ OO^ OTcT ^ OlOO Olf^ # OTOT 00# t I 

OToo oi#o ^ Pr#oT TrtrwTTsf oiftoot t onwroRO Prato #oo oo 
Prytro PrafooT ^ ow oioi ftor srgoR oorotwiT or# ^ wo f#TT # I 

WORT ^ # WTT OOtPro WO Olf^ ^ OTO O#0 ^ Or# W # 

3 T0##O ottoo, ft#, TTOroPfOT OW OTOTra mf # #5050 WTelOJ 0#f ^ 

3TTOROO# # t I 
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^ ^’f^<iyit ^ ^TUPi 


34. ^ ^Tf^3lf ^ ^ ^ ^ ^ JRPT ^ f^ W t 






1999-2000 

2000-2001 

ai^feT 01- 
02 

4iR<nl«j>a 

MKf^l^ 'Wlcb 



♦ ** 



3if^il WIch 


*** 


*** 


sfivHd 'WIch 


*** 


*♦* 


TjfrTf^- \:Jrijld^ 

___J 

^ I 




*♦* 



3|es|8* 

^j^mnii 



<^ 'H'isMI 


100 

200 

_ 

180 

180 


35. 


eft \q^\ cpi ^ ’'if ^ ^ 1S99-2000 


c^rm 


35^ ^r ^ TTf I fu^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 3f#r ^ #?r^T v^FJT^ ^ f^rm^ ^ 


Wf^^t I 


^ ^ 3rra ^ epn^ ^ w^«4 




1999-2000 

2000-2001 

31^ 01- 

02 

uiitr sraf^ 

qiRcpl^a 

flcfiel 1^%r 

_ rs • rN 

di<a 

aje** 


♦ ♦♦ 


MK^hIti^i 






















16_THEGAZETmOFINDIA:EXrRAORDINARY_ [PartI-^bc, H 

36. cPnf "Tf ^ ^ 3TFr ^ 1999-2000 ^ WRRW ^ sft sfN" ^ vSim ^ 
HchKIcHcb ^ I ^ 1999-2000 ^ 100 ^ 3TraiY % W WTW 31^ ^ 

Hcbl>!lc+lcb 165 ^ I 3M cf^l ^ ^ ^ cPTit "nf ^ ^ 

iiR'H'mRi 3jk 'ScqK TTT cPTlf M «t>l45n'd ^ Tf EFTT W t I 


dl’^HQdl 




1999-2000 

2000-2001 

31 ^ 1 ^ 01 - 

02 

dN 314 f^ 
4 lRcp)yd 

vidJKH 3 ^ 1 ' 8 c^ 

WTcf 


* * * 

*** 

*** 


3^1 ?pfjj-jH 

/ift 7 ^ 

^ -. f ... - . 

* * * 

L ._ 

*** 

3 H ** 

*** 

cTPT/‘§rf^ 


5 }C 5 iC>jC 


:ie** 

*** 







vidlUH ^ 3 l 1 yid 

cTFRT 


100 

146 

125 

125 

3 j 1 >Hd ^+lc 1 


100 

125 

106 

106 

1 WT/^ 

1 

1 i 

100 

L 

-219 

-197 

-197 


37. TTEPT sftTET WIT^ WET 7r^ H999-2000 ^ 100 ^ 31?e?T7^-^ 

3 Tcrflr ^ #?Fr 125 ^ e| eff^ sihTcT feft ^ 3 i 7 rf^ c^ #?Fr 

c^ 106 ^ I ETfer snWr ^ cerw tftpt wtt^ ^ ^ 

^ I 'iJ'il'P mR^!H'W’ 7)H ^ 1999-2000 '?f5t TRTTTTWFT WT ^ R^Rl % WTTRcTT 
uim 3T^ ^ #?PT ^ WT7EW ^ ^ I 

TtWR 




1999-2000 

^2000-2001 * 

t)i- 

02 

'*50^ -gratir 
«llf^<t>l^d 

^ 7R^) 


*** 

*** 

*** 

*** 



100 

100 

100 

100 


38. ^4wtt 7 ^r ^ ^ f3n 3ik ^ cnt 1999-2000 ^ 3t^ ^cit 

TJcf> ww^ 7?T I 


10 
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1999-2000 

2000-2001 

3^:^tcr m- 
02 

vilfW ST^ 

v3dll'c;«hdl{ 5l1^ 

tolT^ WTto 




♦ afe* 

' T : ■ :)c%9|c 

'q4]<j>d 


100 

80 

75 

75 


39. ^ wn ^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ ^ nIMn ^ srrar 

^ 'vdc^KH ^ 1999-2000 ^ 100 ^ 3imK- ^ nrixi gfarf^ ^ 

66 ^ W I ciRuiH'M'h^ ^lf% Vi^l<1cf>c1l ^ 1999-2000 ^ 100 ^ 

3?raT7 % ^ 31^ ^ 75 ^ I 


^?Pf cTgrr 




1999-2000 

2000-2001 

Sl^fel 01- 

02 

<llR<?»t<J>d 

^d-T cRIT ’T 'Sr^ 

■?). 3?f^ 

<-V» J-T-Iiul 

M' ' 1 1 XI 


Hct* 



i-ivTir:^ x^T-ilrlnrl 
’ ■' d.'' 'dv •• d '• 

I_ 

100 

107 

1_1 

116 

116 


40. Wlv4J|K ^ ^jROT to cfSIT ^f ^ 1999-2000 nft ^cRT ^ 

to 3to ^r ^ ^ ^Tt I tonM ^ tor ^ ^ 1999-2000 % to sto to 
^ 3TFn tojn to ?rsTT ^ivi^ ^ 1999-2000 ^ 100 ^ arrenT ^ 

^ 3to ^ tor 116 ^ ^ I 


IRT? 




1999-2000 

2000-2001 

aiilcT 01- 
02 

tor sraf^ 

..rjc-.'v 

qlN4>r<fa 

5f^ 




*akak 

♦♦♦ 



100 

68.15 

60.37 

60.37 


41. 'dElVl ctiM-fl % bit 3F^ vicMibI ^ vJcHIcin ^ ’ft ttJ|4'{d ^ I 

vdtflJl ^ traiF ^ '{in’RlcI Mnici'i ^ MRni<i<n t I • 

ID.)7 ■ 
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42. gf^cb i W i ^ w gM ^ ^ «rf!r ^ 

f^FTferfe^ f- 


^ 3TRIT^ ^ ^ ^ wr WT I 

^ ftrlW Tf T?m-3T^ ^ 3n^ i 

^ ^ ^TFTRT ^ v3#rf ^ tT 




vj 

(D’) ^ ^ 3TPITcfi C^ ^jRW ^ 3T5Tfc[^ ^ 

Wfj ^ ^ W 1%sF5t ^ I 

(^.) ^jeffTT ^ ^ Slcrf^ ^ ^hPT Hc|7KI<rH4) ^ t\^ ufrfcfj ^ 

1999-2000 WRT^PE ^ sft I 

(rf) ■EJ^ g?tTT^ cfjT WETT ^ t cpfrf% EM ^3cERE cTFR 
^ ffe ^ c#iR ^ 1MIRE efFm c^ STJ^^ E# ^ WT 1 

(E^ cPnf E^ EY 3TFT ^ 3Prl% ^ #EE ^ ^ EEMMPE ^ M 
1999-2000 ^ ^MEWPF sft | 


\ \ \ 


[vjlj yyJc^ vjeiMl (f> v^JC^RI *1 'Jim ^qiE cp qixn MIXIM<- oil 'lij i 


(?l) WTRE 4 
E^ I 


vicilE 


^r RiE-3Rf^ ^ ^Ieh 


crar 3FE EEW 


43. Elf^TEE^ % EEWcEE) c^ ^ c^ El^ Tf ESTEE^ f%E ^ pT^EEt 

E^t Eim E)t t I ETPIEE^ ^ ^31jtE E^ ETfEpfE? STpf 3ffE E^ WTE E^ 
c||>Mfc|ch gfcT EET ETfecT EITETEf ^ ^ EEEETET^ ^E c^ ^ ^ Ep- ^ EE5 ^ 

E^ Ef I ETEE^^ft pTEETEcff ^ ET^E 11 ^ ^EETE’ 5 E^ ■41^ vJc^d RhEI EfT EWT ^ - 

* EF- sm^ J7E^ ^ET MET wjf^ mf^ 3mnff ¥1 EW # 4mTW (li) 
mr fiv) # muw ¥ wm¥ mr ¥f E/*y/?0 w¥f ¥ ¥f 11 

^if^d 3f/d/d) WSfT t/^c^ dej)d ¥' dicfl ¥ ¥w <PI>!^llcd<^ w¥/f ^ ^RqISM 
ffjf^w¥ ¥ wfSf y'/^d ¥dd w^ ¥f ww w ¥w / ¥0^ W[0w0' 

m0w wm¥f ¥ ^ f¥¥f wdf ¥f ¥w ¥ ^¥w ¥m¥ rnwr ¥t 

&0 ¥ ¥f ¥ ¥0 ^ 3F^ <PI'^¥ gM ¥¥ WTc¥ gf0 W W^ y/Rd 3)ldld) ¥f w¥ 

ugwn wm wi1¥[ / ^ ¥m ¥ ¥m ¥ ert m¥ ¥ wm-msr wf¥^ i- 
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77^ ^ w 3mmf ¥t fmr mj wr ^ wff mm wm ^ 4mf # 
sttw wfriwmmm dih mr ^ 4fw M^mf, 

44, MlR|cf>l'<l cp'COI ^ '{i«l«E{ 4T^ SfTJTRjt ^ 1%WT 'J)i'c| 3)4l^ 

cjl'(M ^ TRTT SIT 3 T 4 f^ ^ cJlxM 3 T^ % 61 '^ tllel Sn-MIdl ^ f^l'INC 3 IT 

1 vjtMK ^ ■JIFT ^ 'Sfn? 3I5f^ ^ <{I'<H Rl'<l<lC 3TT ^ ^ <^l^t'< 

f^'t^ ^ ^ 3it7 vJ'H^ cFT*FT 2.06% 1%^ ^ «f7®J|l ^ f^HIT 3T^ 4^1 

WIY ^ 4Tf 2000-01 •# 11.44% ^ SIT, 3!^ ^ 4.62% ^ 

^ 3ik ^ifrlcblcbTll ^ WMK ^ ^ 1999-2000 45.34% ^ SH. ^ 3Tc# 

^ #?Pf 33.59% ^ W 1 

45. MfTcicI SiraTcfi ^ chKoJ cM*lct cpcicTi ^ ci\<7j^ vioi'i'i ^ Pl^vl ^ 

6-16% ^ ^ I ^irfeT 3IFIT?Tf ^ ^?Nrf ^ STT W cKfit^ ^ 

v5^MI<1 ^ 4^*10 ^ \drMI44 c^MId ^ 45? ?145T I 4lf^d SHilldl ^ 

H>crW'<P)H ?r ct^dd ct5]*ici 4)c)^ ^ 6tfc<t5 \3£ll4 3T5l(dcM^ d5)*)d % 45lHd 

?? I^SIt) 45? ?I45T ^ 13-23% 41'4 ?gl | §'dc^ mR'J||*1'W'(oM vilTW 3T4f^ ^ 41VM 5f1% 

1451^ ?lf% |t 414% 4? 44 1999-2000 ^ cTW 4^ f^lf^ ^ ??T 41 I 

46- 35%T cdcIcTI ^ 44T4 3?^ 'dtlVl 4^ sl^ 4Toft $lPl4l 4^ c|v>l6 ^ vj|i-c|-3T4f& 

w» 

^ 4?r4 v3cqT44 ^ Rl^cie afl? 5R4r wfr4 4 f?r?I44: 3nt 4^ %?% ^Te^xtnq 
vidIKchdl 4511 4454 4414 4? 4fcl<^jcH 4414 4^ sft? 53^ 4141# 4# ^ 4? 344 4114 
3T4f^ c^ #44 4^T?lc445 #1 4# 414% 4^ 1999-2000 ^ 4W ?145RR445 ?#t # I 

47. 4lf^4>l'<l # 451M ^ ^41 #1# 31^ 45T?45 4#! 31141 %'d'^ vdeiVl 45t 5ff% 

I 

4T?#4 4^sff4 # f%4 44 3PST ^ 

48. 4T44M 45T 44%4 'flHM 454 ^ 4124 4^ 414141 W4 ?lcIT t %?l#r 

4^ Wt4 %r 51% ft ?§ #t 3ft? 41?^ 4MT? ^ "344 44 4fcl?44t 4>t f^I% 45t 

34: ?8IT%1 ^?4T t 4ft #1 ^ ?n4P4 f%4 A 3fl4?445 t I 

49. 4f 414 41^ t % 4T44M ^245 cRFI 4f% # 4%ipR4?W :?T4^ 4121 ^ 44t4 
^ fclPlRd vidlldl ^ 4>t44 ?4? 4? Mld<j?cl 4414 4^41 # 3ft? 4?% 4%114?4?>4 f4 
^44^ # ?i4ft|4 4fcl?4# ^ ?fW 4^ 3T4I%T f%t t I %^ 41?^ 4144? ^ 4f%r 
4%?4# 4>t menM 441 # SW ^ 4 # %41 5ifTT;r4T ?54 5^ 4% 4T44%£5t ^[2^ 
4^ <^41 45t 1J45 ^?tt ?lfll 445 ?ft%4 ?^ wflclT # 54t ?R21 'dot^l 4^ ft% 412ft 51% ^ 
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TRraR ^ 3rrcr?w ^ I ^TRrt ^ URT 

Tn;j hpt ^ ■^ptm ^ 3tt^ ciicfl Pt'<iqc ^ 

WT 3iW ^ vJM'HltKIlSil' ^ 3JTW 'iRPT ^ vjHciajcll 

■d^ljjd l f^tcf I ^ "HK ^ 47d'M'(oH ^ ^ ^ 

3TRn^ m fcf5# ift ^ ^ cHTT^ ^ I mRuiH'WW WTlW^it 

cf^ ^ ^ HRi<Jc1 MTcT ^ I 


p|tcb^ 


50. 




^ arsfcn Tgt ^ R-mlcid ^ 

^ cf^ cjpn^id ^ Wr t, WT ^3fT; 


^) T|^ ^#IT ^ cilvkifcich 5Tf% ^ t; 


^) ^ ^ TT^ ^ ^ ^ -3MRT ^ cPRoy f | 

51. Pl4^ tcHTT ddl ^ MICd Hlf^R ^ 6|yi<s(\j ^ xilRl c^ mcd'^^ ■mI^ 

cFlMT W, ^ ^ uTT^ft t RirT^ ^ ^ grf^ 

mM ^ ^ I dd^^K, ^ t % #fn^^ tRqj 3lf^fRm c^ 

3TeziR 29 3fhr srrtcRft ^o 292i .2901 ^ ^ 3 tt^ ^ ^ ^ ararar 

^ ^ Rl^Rld ^tRTTFT^ ^ ^ Slt^PgxpTT cIT^ % 

Pl!c(ddl<d1cb MIcid^M eETFIT I ^ ^ ^ -JT^ dlf^d,! c^ 

cmcTT 3 ^ ^sfwrfecT ^ #ft:- 


1. 

vdc^Kcfj/Pl^Idct^ cTjI 

2. 

^ (3HT.^./’ft.'C^) 

3. 


(^) 4o 1%^ 



(is) 3RI ^ ■'ScMKch/Rrafd^ 
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52 ^3?r?ET ^ SIKITcff ^ ^ ^ STf^rf^^J^T, 1975 ^TRT 

3,3 8 9, 9 ^ ^ 31^ oPTTTJ ^ ^ arf^rf^, 

1962 3lk ^li^echf ^ <t^«l>l4 W ^ 3Rf4cT Wl%4% ^ I 


53 3 n 4 ?T ^ ^ 1995 €f^ 

afhf #rTT f^tzP#, 1995 ^ ^ ^ 3ii?|c^|i| 

-U|i|||^cj>x!U| ^ ^8T ^ WT^t I 

f5ii^ 


MINISTRY OF COMMERCE AND INDUSTRY 
(Department of Commerce) 

(DIRECTORATE GENERAL OF ANTl-DUMPINO AND ALLIED DUTIES) 

NOTIFICATION 
New Delhi, the 11th ^Jiil, 2005 

FINAL FINDINGS 

Subject: Anti-dumping investigation concerning import of Hexamine originating in or exported 
firamiran.— 

No. 14/36/^2-DGiyj.—►Kaviiig iegaTu to thc CustOKis Tariff Act, 1975 as amende^ in 
'1995 anJ Customs Tariff (Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti 

Dumping Duty on Dumped Articles and for Determinatioh of Injury) Rules, 1995, 

thereof; 

A. PROCEDURE 

1. The procedure described below has been followed with regard to the 
investigation: 

i) The Designated Authority (hereinafter referred to as Authority), under the 
above Rules, received a petition fi-om M/s Kanoria Chemicals and Industries 
Ltd. (hereinafter referred to as petitioner) on behalf of the domestic industry, 
alleged dumping of Hexa Methylene Tetramine in market parlance known as 
Hexamine (hereinafter referred to as subject goods) originating in or exported 
from Iran (hereinafter referred to as subject country). 

ii) The Authority issued a public notice dated 1September 2002 published in the 
Gazette of India, Extraordinary, initiating Anti-Dumping investigations 
concerning imports of the subject goods classified under customs sub-heading 
No. 2921.2901 of Chapter 29 of die Customs Tariff Act, 1975 origi na ti ng in or 
exported from Iran. 


iii) The Designated Authority (hereinafter also referred to as the Authority) 
notified preliminary findings vide Notification No. 14/35/2002-DGAD 
dated the 23'^*' December 2002 and recommended imposition of anti- 
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dumping duty with regard to Anti Dumping investigations concerning 
imports of Hexamine originating in or exported from Iran. 

iv) The Authority forwarded a copy of the Preliminary Findings to known 
interested parties, who were requested to furnish their views, if any, on 
the Preliminary Findings within forty days of the date of the letter; 

v) The Authority also forwarded copy of the Preliminary Findings to the 
Embassies/High Commissions/Representatives of subject country in 
New Delhi with a request to furnish their views on the Preliminary 
Findings; 

vi) After notification of Preliminary Findings, the exporter showed its willingness 
to extend price undertaking in accordance with rules. The exporter also 
conveyed that after the undertaking is accepted, the investigation should be 
terminated as there was no other producer of Hexamine in Iran. 

vii) The domestic industry also requested to the Designated Authority to 
accept the price undertaking being given by the exporter and in 
consequence thereof suspend the investigation. 


viii) The Auihuiiiy, iu tcim of Rule 15 of Anti-Dumping Rules, accepted price 
iinrlftrtaking from M/s. Sina Chemicals Industry Co. and accordingly no anti¬ 
dumping duty was to apply in case of exports of all types of Hexamine by M/s. 
Sina Chemicals Industry Co. However, in case of any violation in the 
execution of this undertaking by the exporter, the duties as set out in the 
preliminary findings was to become applicable, pending specific 
recommendations by the Authority in this regard. 


ix) On receipt of representation, made on 27.04.04 by the applicant M/s. Kanoria 
Chemicals and Industries Ltd. Mumbai alleging violation of price undertaking 
by M/s Sina Chemicals Industry Co. and on examination of information 
provided by the exported form time to time, in pursuance of Rule 5 of Anti¬ 
dumping Rules, the Authority decided to cancel the price undertaking given by 
M/s. Sina Chemicals Industry Co. and withdrawn the suspension of 
investigation Order dated 17^*’ September 2003. 


x) Vide notification No. 5/2005-Customs dated 27*’’ January 2005, in pursuance of 
Preliminary findings No. 14/35/2002-DGAD dated 23^'’ December 2002 and 
notification No. 14/35/2002-DGAD dated 15*’’ October 2004 withdrawing the 
suspension of investigation Order dated 17*’’ September 2003, the Central 
Government imposed anti-dumping duty on hexamine originating in or 
exported from Iran. 


xi) The Authority vide Notification No. 14/35/2002-DGAD dated 15*’’ October 
2004 re-commenced the investigation suspended vide Order dated 17*’’ 
September 2003. 
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xii) Tlie Authority invited comments on the Preliminary findings dated 23^^ 
December 2002 from all interested parties for which time period of forty days 
(40) were given. 


xiii) The Authority held an oral hearing on 03.03.2005 to hear the interested parties, 
which was attended to by the domestic industry only. Representative of 
exporter, Embassy of Iran or any other interested party did not attend the 
hearing. The party attending the public hearing was requested to file written 
submissions of views expressed orally. Designated Authority considered the 
submissions as such received from interested party in the findings. 

xiv) The Authority has considered all views expressed and submissions made by 
various interested parties subsequent to the Preliminary Findings. 


Av; 


The cost of production of the domestic industry was analysed to work 
out optimum cost of production and cost to make and sell the subject 
goods in India on the basis of Generally Accepted Accounting Principles 
(GAAP) based on the information furnished by petitioner so as to 
ascertain if anti dumping duty lower than dumping margin would be 
sufficient to remove injury to domestic industry. The cost of production 
data of M/s. Kanoria Chemicals and Industries Limited was considered 
and examined appropriately. 


xvi) 


the Authority verified the information provided by the domestic industry to die 
extent considered necessary. 


xvii) The Authority kept available non-confidential version of the evidence 
presented by various interested parties in the form of a public file 
maintained by the Authority and kept open for inspection by the 
interested parties as per Rule 6(7); 

xviii) In accordance with Rule 16 of the Rules supra, the essential facts/basis 
considered for these findings were disclosed to known interested parties 
and comments received on the same have also been duly considered in 
these findings; 

xix) The Authority considered the period of investigation (POI) of fifteen months 
from 1®* April 2001 to 30*** June 2002 and injury analysis was carried out for the 
periods 1999-2000,2000-01 and April 2001-June 2002. 

xx) *** In the Notification represents information furnished by interested 
parties on confidential basis and so considered by Authority under the 
Rules. 

xxi) ‘Rules’ or ‘Anti-diunping Rules’ in this notifieation refers to the Custom Tariff 
(Identification, Assessment and Collection of Anti-Dumping Duty on Dumped 
Articles and for Determination of Injury) Rule’s 1995. 
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B. PRODUCT UNDER CONSIDERATION 


2. Hexa Methylene Tetramine is known as Hexamine in market parlance. Hexa 
Methylene Tetramine is a white crystalline powder with a sweet metallic taste. In the pure 
form, it is colourless and odourless. It crystallizes in rhombic dodecahedrons. Hexa Methylene 
Tetramine compound is also known as Ammoform, Methenamine, Cystamine, Cystogen, 
Urotropine. It is classified under Chapter 29 of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 and ITC no. 
2921.2901. 

3. The most important industrial use of Hexamine is for the manufacture of solid phenolic 
resins. The other important use is for the manufacture of a high explosive cyclonic. Hexamine 
beinc anti-bacteria' in actinn is iised as a urinarv antiseotic. It is also used for- 

• Adhesives 

• Coatings 

• Sealing compounds 

• In the preservation of hides 

• Asa rubber vulcanization accelerator 

• As a corrosion inhibitor for steel . 

m fiYistlirp 

^ j ^ —- 

• Fuel tablet for camping stoves 

• Stabiliser for lubricating and insulating oils 

C. Like Product 

4. In order to establish that Hexamine produced by the domestic industry is a Like Article 
to that exported from Iran, characteristics such as technical specifications, manufactuiing 
process, functions and uses and tariff classification have been considered by the Authority. 

5. The Authority finds that there is no argument either before or after notification of the 
Preliminary Findings dated 23^“ December 2002, disputing that Hexamine produced by the 
domestic industry has characteristics closely resembling the imported material and is 
substitutable by Hexamine imported from the subject country toth commercially and 
technically. Hexamine produced by the domestic industry has been treated as Like Article to 
the product exported from Iran within the meaning of Rule 2(d). 


D. DOMESTIC INDUSTRY 


6. The petition has been filed by M/s Kanoria Chemicals & Industries Ltd., Mumbai 
alleging dumping of Hexamine originating in or exported from Iran. There are four producers 
of subject goods in India. Other three producers have supported the petitioner. The production 
of Hexamine by the various producers are as under:- 


1]^ HRcT : ■3TOT*<K''I ^ 



1998-99 

1999-2000 

2000-2001 

Apr. 2001-June 

2002 

Petitioner 





Kmoria 


3k*3k 

3k3k3k 

3k 3k 3k 

Other producers 





Simalin 


skJkJk 

3kJk>k 

♦ 3k Jk 

Rockhard 

sic Ik 3k 

3kJk3k 

3k3k3k 

♦ ♦♦ 

Newton 

♦ ♦♦ 

3k 3k 3k 

3k 3k 3k 

3k 3k 3k 

Total Indian 
production 

3k sk* 

3k 3k 3k 

3k3k3k 

3k 3k 3k 


7. The Authority notes that no interested party had raised any issue disputing claim of the 
applicant about its right to file the application in terms of Rule 5 of the Anti-Dumping Rules. 


8. After examination of the production details of the Indian Manufacturers, the Authority 
came to conclusion that the applicant account for 35.62 % of the total production of the Indian 
Industries during the period of investigation and all the other three producers have supported 
the application. There is no opposition to the applicant’s application. In view of the aforesmd, 
the Authority finds that the applicant constitutes the domestic industry and has required 
standing to file the application in terms of Rule 5. 


E. OTHER ISSUES 


Violation of Price undertaking 

9. After notification of the Preliminary Findings on 23'*' December 2002, the 
exporter M/s. Sina Chemicals Industry Co. approached the Designated Authority and 
offered price undertaking on the following lines: 

(a) M/s. Sina Chemicals Industry Co. agrees not to sale the subject goods to any 
importers in India at prices lower than CIF Indian Customs Frontier, Basic 
Customs Duty paid price of US $ 700. This price is based on the average 
methanol price of USD 140 per MT during the period of investigation . In case 
of any variation in the price of Methanol, the price will be changed as per 
following formula: 

Changes in the prices of Methanol, the principal raw material, by more than 
USD 10 per MT as compared to previous quarter shall be appropriately 
reflected in the price of Hexamine. For the purpose, it shall be considered that 
with each USD change in the prices of Methanol, price of Hexamine should 
change by USD 1.65 per MT. The changes in the prices of Hexamine would be 
effected on quarterly basis. 

(b) The first such revision would be done in the month of March, 2003 for 
shipments, which would be effective for period April-Jxme 2003. 

CfJJi-eroS’-'J 
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(c) The change in price of Methanol shall be considered on the basis of average 
prices during the quarter mentioned in ICIS-LOR, as applicable for West Asia 
region. 

10. The price undertaking was accepted by the authority vide notification of even 
No. dated 17* September 2003. 

11. The applicant M/s. Kanoria Chemicals and Industries Limited filed a 
representation on 27* April 2004 alleging violation of price undertaking by M/s. Sina 
Chemicals Industry Co. The applicant given specific instances of violations wherein 
export made during March 2004 was exported at unit rate of USD 640 whereas export 
price as per price undertaking should have been 698.83 USD. Similarly, shipment made 
in April 2004 was made at unit price of USD 655 whereas it should have been made at 
price not less than USD 760.71. 

12. The exporter had also not fulfilled the requirement of price undertaking as 
exporter failed to send revised/ amended Appendix A for new quarters as per price 
undertaking. 

13. After re-commencement of the initiation vide notification dated 15* October 
2004, the exporter was given opportunity to offer comments on the Preliminary 
Findings. The exporter did not to respond on the merit of the case and stated that '...we 
have replied, done all said formalities and signed the format of Hexamine price 
undertaking on IT' August 2UUJ and from that time as promised, if there has been any 
export activity within Indian territory, a copy of P/I has been sent directly to that 
esteemed Ministry of Commerce for ready reference The exporter further stated that 
for your information it is around a year that we have suspended exporting to India and 
at these circumstances there remains no interest for us to continue business there ’. 

14. The increase in prices of Methanol should have been reflected in prices of 
Hexamine in accordance with formula given in appendix B of price undertaking, as 
following: 


s. 

No. 

Quarter 

Average Price of 
Methanol 

Increase in 
Methanol 
Price from 
base of 
US $ 140 

Impact on 
Hexamine 
considering 
1.65 factor 

Undertaking 

price 

Should 
be price 
CIF 
Indian 
port 

Should 
be price- 
basic 
Cust.duty 
paid. 

Actual 

CIF 

export 

price 



Quarter 

Avg. 

price 

US$ 

140 

1.65 

Inland 

price 

basis 

CIF 

basis 




1 

Oct.-Dec. 03 

JuL- 

Sept03 

218 

78 

128.70 

700 

560.00 

688.70 

860.88 

640 

2 

Jan.-Mar04 

Oct.- 

Dec.03 

224 

84 

138.60 

700 

583,33 

721.93 

902.42 

640 

3 

Apr.4un04 

Jan.- 

Mar04 

269 

129 

212.85 

700 

583.33 

796.18 

995.23 

655 

4 

Jul-Sep 04 

Apr.- 

Jun04 

266 

126 

208.15 

700 

583.33 

791.49 

989.36 

655 
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5 

Oct.-Dec 04 

Jul-Sep 

04 

r242 

no2 

168.99 

700 

583.33 

752.32 

940.40 

655 

6 

_J 

Jan.-Mar05 

Oct.- 

Dec04 

272 

132 

217.93 

700 

_j 

583.33 

801.26 

1001.58 1 

655 


15. It is evident from above that the exporter had been exporting Hexamine at 
prices well below the bench-mark price as calculated in accordance with the formula 
agreed to by the exporter in the price undertaking. 

16. The exporter has not responded to issue of violation of price undertaking and 
instead stated diat he was not exporting Hexamine into India. Bill of entries of imports 
clearly indicates that the exporter had been exporting subject goods to India. The 
Authority, therefore, unable to accept version of the exporter that no export was being 
made to India after signing the price undertaking and concludes that the exporter had 
been exporting Hexamine to India in violation of agreement contained in price 
undertaking. 


F. METHODOLOGY FOR CALCULATION OF DUMPING 
MARGIN 

F I. NORMAL VALUE 

17. The Authority notes that exporter had not provided information and data in the 
relevant appendix of questionnaires regarding domestic sales, before notification of 
Preliminary Findings. 

18. The Authority provided further opportunity to the exporter to give required data 
after notification of the Preliminary Findings and subsequently on recommencement of 
the investigations on 15* October 2004. The exporter did not respond to the 
questionnaires. 

EXAMINATION BY THE AUTHORITY 

19. The Authority notes that since data and information on domestic sale has not 
been submitted, a determination of normal value as per provisions contained in Section 
9 A (I) (c)(i) and (ii) read with sub-rule 2(i) and (ii) of Annexure 1 of the Anti- 
Dumping Rules cannot be made and is constrained to determine normal value on the 
basis of ‘facts available’ as per Rule 6 (8). 

20. The constructed cost of the subject goods has been determined on the basis of 
the information available on the estimated-cost of production in the country of origin 
plus selling, administrative and general expenses and a reasonable amount of profit 
after making reasonable adjustments for working out the Normal Value of the subject 
goods in Iran which is therefore considered to be USD *’'"''/MT or Rs. ***/MT at an 
average exchange rate during POI of 1USD= Rs. 48.02. 
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F 2 EXPORT PRICE 


21. Before notification of Preliminary Findings M/s. Sina Chemicals has sent only 
few pages of the questionnaires and stated that they would provide the Authority with 
the other required information as soon as possible. Information relating to exports to 
India (Appendix 2), Sales price structure for exports to India (Appendix 4), Sales price 
structure for exports to countries other than India (Appendix 6), Factory cost and profit 
of exports to India (Appendix 8) and Factory cost and profit of exports to countries 
other than India (Appendix 10) had been provided. After the notification of Preliminary 
Findings, the exporter offered price undertaking on the basis of export price determined 
in the Preliminary Findings. After recommencement of investigation, the exporter has 
not provided any further information. 


22. The Authority notes that the export price claimed by M/s Sina Chemicals, Iran, 
was not suppoitcd witli docuiucruciiy evidence will ell wci2> aisu lacking in respect of the 
adjustments claimed from the export price. The Authority also notes that the exporter 
had accepted, by implication, the export price determined in the Preliminary Findings 
by offering price undertaking (which was later on accepted by the Authority). The 
Authority, therefore, relies on the methodology adopted and export price determined 
during Preliminary Findings. The export price and methodology adopted, in the 
Preliminary Findings, are given in the following paragraph. 


23. M/s Sina Chemicals had exported a quantity of 180 MT of Unstabilised 
riexamme to India during the period ot investigations at a weighted average cif price of 
USD ***/MT or Rs ***/MT. As per adjustments claimed by the exporter, the ex¬ 
factory export price has been determined after taking packing charges at USD ***/MT , 
inland freight at USD ***/MT, insurance at USD ***/MT, storage cost at USD 
***/MT and handling charged at USD ***/MT before fob and USD ***/MT (ave.) as 
ocean freight, USD ***/MT as overseas insurance, USD ***/h4T for clearance and 
handling after fob thereby bring the total cost on account of adjustments claimed by the 
export to USD ***/MT. After adjustments on these accounts the ex-factory fob export 
price is USD ***/MT or Rs ***/MT at an average exchange rate of Rs 48.02 = lUSD. 


F3 DUMPING MARGIN 

24. Considering the constructed normal value at USD ***/MT and the ex-works 
export price at USD **‘''/MT, the dumping margin determined by the .Authority comes 
to USD ***/MT (which is 43.91 % of export price). 

G. INJURY AND CAUSAL LINK; 

25. The principles for determination of injury set out in Annexure-Il of the Anti- 
Dumping Rules lay down that: 

i. A determination of injury shall involve an objective examination of both (a) the 
volume of dumped imports and the effect of the dumped imports on prices in 
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the domestic market for like article and (b) the consequent impact of these 
imports on domestic producers of such products. 

ii. While examination the volume of dumped imports, the said Authority shall 
consider whether there has been a significant increase in the dumped imports, 
either in absolute terms or relative to production or consumption in India. With 
regard to the effect of the dumped imports on prices as referred to in sub-rule 
(2) of Rule 19 the Designated Authority shall consider whether there has been a 
significant price under-cutting by the dumped imports as compared with the 
price of like product in India, or whether the effect of such imports is otherwise 
to depress prices to a significant degree or prevent price increase which 
otherwise would have occurred to a significant degree. For the examination of 
the impact of the dumped imports on the domestic industry in India, the 
Authority has considered such indices having a bearing on the state of the 
industry as production, capacity utilisation, sales quantum, stock, prouiabilily, 
net sales realisation, the magnitude and margin of dumping, etc. in accordance 
with Annexure Il(iv) of the rules supra. 

. ’«* 

Volume and Market Share in Dumped imports 


Particulars 

Unit 

1999-2000 

zoou- 

2001 

a_ 

>\prii Wl- 

.Tune'02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Imports 






Subject Country 

MT 

0.00 

120.00 

180.00 

144.00 

Other Countries 

MT 

102.00 

782.56 

404.00 

323.20 

Total Imports 

MT 

102.00 

862.56 

584.00 

467.20 

Volume and Market Share in Dumped ‘ 
imports 




Share of Imports 

Unit 

1999-2000 

2000- 

2001 

April’Ol- 

June'02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Share of Subject 
Coimtry 

% 

0.00 

9.27 

30.82 

30.82 

Other Countries 

% 

100.00 

90.73 

. 69.18 

69.18 

Total 


100.00 

100.00 

100.00 

100.00 


26. The imports from subject country increased in absolute term during POL It has 
also increased in comparison to production of domestic industry during POL .In terins 
of market share in imports ,the share has increased from 9.27% to 30.82% during POL 
The market share from other countries has decreased from 100% to 69.18% during the 
POL 
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Market Share in Demand 



Investigation 

period 

annualised 


Demand 


Imports 

MT 

102 

862.56 

Sales of petitioner 

MT 



Sales of petitioner indexed 


100 

77 




Rockhard 


Newton 



Total of Other Producers 
Indexed 

Total Demand 


Total Demand indexed 


Share in Tipmand 


Imports from Subiect Country 



96 


*** 



% 

0 

1.17 

Other Country 

% 

1.25 

11.44 

Petitioner 

% 

45.34 

41.78 

Other Producers 

% 

53.41 

45.61 

Total 

% 

100 

100 


59.73 
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Indexed 






Doemstic 

Sales 


100 

77 

79 

63 

Export Sales 


100 

86 

43 

34 

Total 


100 

78 

78 

62 


28. The export sales constitute insignificant part of total sales of the domestic 
industry. The total sales declined sharply from base of 100 in 1999-2000 to 62 during 
POL The domestic sales constitute bulk of total sales, accordingly declined from base 
of 100 in 1999-2000 to 63 during POL 


Production and Capacity Uiiiisation 



Unit 

1999- 

2000 

2000-2001 

April'Ol- 

June'02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Installed Capacity 

MT 





Production 

MT 

*** 




Utilization 

% 


sfealeafe 

1 

^ ^ 


Indexed 






Production 


100 

80 

75 

60 

Capacity 

Utilization 


100 

80 

60 

60 


29. The installed capacity remained same from 1999-2000 to POL Production 
declined sharply from base of 100 in 1999-2000 to 60 during POL The capacity 
utilization accordingly declined from base of 100 in 1999-2000 to 60 during POL 

Price undercutting 

30. The Authority has compared weighted landed value of imports with weighted 
average net selling price of the domestic industry for POL The landed price of export 
has been determined by making adjustments of landing charges and custom duty 
amovmt with cif export price of imports. The undercutting, difference of landed value 
and net sale price of domestic industry, found out to be significant and in the range of 
6-16 % of net selling price of the domestic industry. 

Price underselling 


31. Price underselling is an important indicator of assessment of injury. The non- 
injurious price of domestic industry has been worked out by appropriately considering 






32 


THE GAZETTE OFINDIA; EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part I—^Sec. 11 


cost of production for like product during POI. In order to eliminate inefficiencies, 
capacity utilization has been normated. The evaluation of data shows that the weighted 
average landed value of Hexamine from subject country is less than the non-injurious 
price determined for the domestic industry during POI. In this case, there was a 
significant price undercutting by the dumped imports, therefore, imports had been 
depressing the price of the like product and consequently dumped imports were forcing 
domestic industry to undersell the product. Price underselling, determined by 
comparing landed value from the subject country with non-injurious price of like 
product of the domestic industry. It was found that weighted landed value of imports 
from subject country undersells the non-injurious price significantly of the like 
product. The underselling margin was in the range of 13-23 % during POI, 

Factors affecting domestic prices 

32. The Authority noted that the selling prices of domestic industry are linked to the 
raw materials cost and prices of subject goods from the subject country. The Authority 
observed that cost of production had increased from 1999-2000 to POI but domestic 
industry could not increase prices of the like product in consonance with the cost of 
production. It is also noted that selling price of domestic industry remained suppressed 
due to dumped imports from the subject country and they could not raise prices due to 

lower landed value of the, diimned imnnrts. 

... . . 

IVLagnitude of marein of dumping 

33. The Authority observed that the magnitude of margin of dumping of subject 
goods from subject country is significant. For determination of margin of dumping, the 
Authority has determined ex-factory export price by making adjustments as claimed by 
exporter. The normal value has been constructed on the basis of facts available by 
taking international price of raw material and selling, administrative and general 
expenses of the domestic industry with reasonable profit margin. 

Evidence of lost contracts 

34. No evidence has been provided by the domestic industry showing loss of 
contracts. 

Inventory 



Unit 

1999- 

2000 

2000- 

2001 

Apriroi- 

June'02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Opening Stock 

MT 

^ 4 = ^ 

444 

444 

444 

Closing Stock 

MT 

4*4 

444 

444 

444 

Avg. Stock 

MT 

444 

444 

444 

444 

Production per day 

MT 

444 

444 

444 

444 
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No. of days 
production in 
stock 

Nos. 

*** 

1 



No of days 
Indexed 


100 

200 

180 

180 


35. The inventory, measured in term of equivalent of number of days of production, 
doubled from 1999-2000 to POL The increaise in inventory had occurred despite 
decline in production during the same period. 

Return on Investment and ability to raise capital 



Unit 

1999- 

2000 

2000- 

2001 

April'Ol- 

June'02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Gross fixed assets- 
products concerned 

Rs. 

Lacs 





Working Capital- 

_]_ 4 . _] 

plUUUV/L WUUk^ClUCU 

Rs. 





Capital employed 

Rs. 

Lacs 





Total profit from 
the product 

Rs. 

Lacs 



*** 


Return on capital 
employed 

% 

*9|C3|C 




ROI Indexed 


100 

-189 

-165 

-165, 


36. The return on capital employed was positive in 1999-2000 and become negative 
during POL From the base of 100 in 1999-2000 it become negative 165 during POL 
For determining the rate of return, total capital employed has been considered as gross 
fixed asset and working capital employed on the concerned product. 


Profitability 



Unit 

1999- 

2000 

2000- 

2001 

April’Ol- 

June'02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Avg. Cost of 
production 

Rs./MT 





Avg. Selling price 

Rs./MT 

♦ ♦He 




Profit/Loss 

RS./MT 





Indexed 






Avg. Cost of 
production 


100 

146 

125 

125 
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Avg. Selling price 


100 

125 

106 

106 

Profit/Loss 


100 

-219 

-197 

-197 


37. The average of cost of production of the like product had increased from base of 
100 in 1999-2000 to 125 during POI, but average selling price increased only to 106 
during the same period. This shows difficulty in increasing the price of like product 
because of pressure of dumped imports. Consequently, profitability from position of 
positive return in 1999-2000 turned negative sharply during POI. 

Employments 



Unit 

1999- 

2000 

2000- 

2001 

AprirOl- 

June'02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Employement 
(Numbr of 
employees) 

Nos. 

* ** 


*** 

*** 

Indexed 


100 

100 

100 

100 


38. The employment had not changed and remained same from 1999-2000 to POI. 



Unit 

1999- 

2000 

2000- 

2001 

AprirOl- 

June'02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Productivity 
(Production per 
Employee) 

MT 

^ ^ ^ 


% ^ ^ 


Indexed 


100 

80 

75 

75 


39. Number of employees had not changed from 1999-2000 to POI but the 
production of like product had declined from base of 100 in 1999-2000 to 66 during 
POI. Consequently, productivity per employee came down from base of 100 in 1999- 
2000 to 75 during POL 

Salary & Wages 



Unit 

1999- 

2000 

2000- 

2001 

April’Ol- 

June’02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Salary & Wages 

Rs. Per 
employee 

♦ j 




wages indexed 


100 

107 

116 

116 
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40 Because of rules relating to employment, salary and wages increased from 
1999-2000 to POL Nun^ber of employee had not changed from 1999-2000 to POI but 
salary and wages had increased from base of 100 in 1999-2000 to 116 during POI. 

Cash Flow 



Unit 

1999-2000 

2000- 

2001 

AprU’Ol- 

June’02 

Investigation 

period 

annualised 

Cash Flow 

(luiit as a 
whole) 

Rs. 

Lacs 


1 

*** 


Indexed 


100.00 

68.15 

60.37 

60.37 


41. The domestic industry is a multi-product company involved in production of 
other products also. The Cash flow of domestic industry is reflective of operation 
relating to unit as a whole. 

Conclusion on Injury 

42. On examination of injury parameters, the following conclusions are made by the 
Authority regarding injury suffered by the domestic industry. 

(a) Imports from subject covmtry had increased in absolute term during period 
of examination. 

(b) Sales of domestic industry declined during period of investigation. 

(c) Imports from subject country had been undercutting the selling price of 
domestic industry. 

(d) Imports from subject country had been underselling the non-injurious price 
of domestic industry significantly. 

(e) Profitability of domestic industry had turned negative during period of 
investigation which was positive in 1999-2000. 

(f) Domestic industry is suffering from price suppression as cost of production 
of subject goods had increased whereas domestic industry could not increase 
selling price in consonance with the cost of production. 

(g) Return on capital employed turned negative sharply during period of 
investigation whereas it was positive in 1999-2000. 

(h) The production of domestic industry had declined during period of 
investigation. 

(i) Despite decline in production, inventory of domestic industry increased 
during period of investigation. 
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Causal Link and other factors 

43. The Authority has examined the submissions made by interested parties in 
respect of the issue of causal link. A detailed examination was made by the Authority 
with regards to issues pertaining to the material injury to the domestic industry and 
causal link between the material injury to the domestic industry and dumped imports. 
Paragraph V of Aimexure II of the Anti-dumping Rules reads as under : 

“It must be demonstrated that the dumped imports are, through the effects of 
dumping, as set forth in paragraphs (ii) and (iv) above, causing injury to the domestic 
industry. The demonstration of a causal relationship between the dumped imports and 
the injury to the domestic industry shall be based on an examination of relevant 
evidence before the designated authority. The designated authority shall also examine 
any known factors other than the dumped imports which at the same time are injuring 

oti r' 1t t'V-\ \ tli/i ri ) iVtavn rxfl/inv 'frtntnV'Q Wi'itcf V%ni \yO 
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attributed to the dumped imports. Factors which may be relevant in this respect include, 
inter alia, the volume and prices of imports not sold at dumping prices, contraction in 
demand or changes in the patterns of consumption, trade restrictive practices of and 
competition between the foreign and domestic producers, developments in technology 
and the export performance and the productivity of the domestic industry. ” 

44. I’he Authority notes that share of imports from subject country had increased 
during period of investigation and during the same period the imports from other 

, ‘ 1 11 t • 1 1,11 ir i,iiii‘ 11* 'ir 
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investigation but market share of subject country increased and captured around 2.06 %, 
whereas market share of other countries declined to 4.62 % during period of 

investigation from 11.44 % in 2000-01 and market share of petitioner declined from 
45.34 % in 1999-2000 to 33.59 % during period of investigation. 

45. The dumped imports were causing price-undercutting that ranged from 6-16 % 
of the net selling price of the domestic industry. The dumped imports also caused price 
suppression as domestic industry could not raised price of the product in consonance 
with increase in cost of production. The dumped imports were not only causing 
undercutting but it were also being undersold the non-injurious price of the domestic 
industry that ranged from 13-23 %. This resulted in losses per units during period of 
investigation whereas it was in position of profit in 1999-2000. 

46. The pressure of price-undercutting and losses to the domestic industry resulted 
in decline in production and decline in capacity utilization during period of 
investigation which in turn affected productivity and cash flow, consequently return on 
capital employed turned negative during period of investigation whereas it was positive 
in 1999-2000. 

47. No other factor has come to the notice of the Authority which might be causing 
injury to the domestic industry. 
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INDIAN INDUSTRY'S INTEREST & OTHER ISSUES 

48. The piupose of anti-dumping duties, in general, is to eliminate dumping which is 
causing injury to the domestic industry and to re-establish a situation of open and fair 
competition in the Indian market, which is in the general interest of the country. 


49. It is recognised that the imposition of anti-dumping duties might affect the price 
levels of the products manufactured using the subject goods and consequently might 
have some influence on relative competitiveness of Aese products. However, fair 
competition in the Indian market will not be reduced by the anti-dumping measures, 
particularly if the levy of the anti-dumping duty is restricted to an amoimt necessary to 
redress the injury to the domestic industry. On the contrary, imposition of anti-dumping 
measures would remove the unfair advantages gained by dumping practices, would 
prevent the decline of the domestic industry and help maintain availability of wider 
choice to the consigners of Hexamine. Imposition of anti dumping measures would not 
restrict imports from the subject countries in any way, and therefore would not affect 
the availability of the product to the consumers. 


CONCLUSIONS 


50. It is seen after considering the foregoing that: 

(a) Kexamine, originaiing in or exported from Iran has been exported to India below 
normal value, resulting in dumping; 

(b) the domestic industry has suffered material injury; 

(c) injury has been caused by imports from the subject country. 

51. It has been decided to recommend the amount of anti-dumping duty equal to the 
margin of dumping or less which if levied, would remove the injury to the domestic 
industry. Accordingly, it is proposed that definitive anti-dumping duties be imposed, 
from the date of notification to be issued in this regard by the Central Government, on 
Hexamine originating in or exported from Iran, falling under Chapter 29 of the Customs 
Tariff Act and ITC no. 2921.2901. The anti-dumping duty shall be the amount 
mentioned in Col.3. 


Country 

1. 

Name of the producer/exporter 

2. 

Amount 

3. (USD/MT) 

Iran 

(a) M/s Sina Chemicals 

107.28 


(b) All other producers/exporters 

107.28 






52. Landed value of imports for the purpose shall be the assessable value as determined 
by Customs under the Customs Act, 1962 and all duties of customs except duties levied 
under Sections 3, 3A, 8B, 9 and 9A of the Customs Tariff Act, 1975. 


53. An appeal against this order shall lie before the Customs, Excise and Service Tax 
Appellate Tribunal in accordance with the Customs Tariff Act, 1975 as amended in 
1995 and Customs Tariff Rules, 1995. 

DR. CHRISTY FERNANDEZ, DeagiMed Authority 
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